HISTORICAL DIALECTICS
We can but repeat that dialectics is an arbitrary mode
of looking at events and grouping them according to
our personal and temporary point of view. It is a
pleasurable/^ djesprit, no more.
As a theory it is condemned on its own showing.
For according to it, the development through successive
contradictions is to go on only until mankind has be-
come communistic.   Far from postulating the contradic-
tion to this state, Marx adherents do not even expect it
to occur.    It is their belief that with the establishment
of Communism dialectical evolution comes to an end,
as it does for the Jews with the appearance of the
Messiah, for the Christians on Judgment Day.   These
are transcendental events in which men may believe or
may not, but which have nothing whatever to do with
science or logic.   A scientific law that is only to be valid
for a certain time and until a certain desirable end is
achieved, an end, moreover, the realisation of which,
however desirable, has not yet been observed throughout
history, is no law at all.1    Cunow is perfectly right in
saying, " Dialectics in connection with Marx's doctrine
of historical necessity forms a most important part, a
corner-stone of his theory of historical evolution, the
elimination of which would involve the collapse of a great
part of his theory ".   So it is.   Both the doctrine of
dialectics and that of necessity are equally untenable.
They are tombstones, not corner-stones.
Here once more Marx's doctrine offers an instance
of an inadmissible combination or rather confusion of
science and politics. In order to disguise the fact that
1 An author with whom I do not agree on many subjects, Othmar Spann,
has nailed down the same flaw in logic in his book Der waJtre Stoat, 3rd ed.
(Jena, 1931).
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